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unique in our time. In the last years of Langdell's life the same keen 
analytical power was applied to the leading conceptions of equitable juris- 
diction. The little book on Equity Pleading published many years earlier 
is still not much known among English lawyers, but it goes to the root of 
the matter far more thoroughly than any other modern treatise known to 
us, though probably there is no other so short." 



The Law School. — Principally owing to the ill health of Professor 
Brannan, several changes have been made in the leadership of the courses. 
Mr. P. L. Miller, of last year's Review board, will give Bills and Notes, and 
Professor Beale will give Damages. Dean Ames will conduct the course in 
Partnership, and Mr. C. F. Dutch, of the 1905 Review board, the course 
in Equity III. Whether Quasi-Contracts will be given will probably depend 
upon Professor Brannan's ability to resume his duties in the middle of the 
year. In the extra courses Mr. A. R. Campbell, of the 1902 Review board, 
will lecture on New York Practice, and Mr. J. L. Stackpole, of the 1898 
Review board, will give a course in Patent Law. Professor Winter has re- 
turned, and will conduct classes in Voice Training and Extemporaneous 
Speaking. 



Lack of Mutuality of Remedy as a Defense to Specific Per- 
formance. — By the old orthodox rule, unless the defendant should in 
turn be entitled to an equitable remedy, the plaintiff took nothing by his 
bill for specific performance. 1 This remedy must have existed when the 
contract was made. Subsequent accrual of it to the defendant did not 
add the requisite mutuality ; 2 subsequent loss of it to him, even by act 
of God, 8 much less by his own laches, 4 did not remove it. Two classes 
of exceptions were allowed. It was an answer to the plea that the plaintiff, 
though not so compellable in equity, had performed in full ; 6 likewise, that 
he had elected to proceed with a contract voidable at his option. 8 Thought- 
ful courts have in part demolished these artificial rules. Mutuality of 
equitable remedy is no longer generally demanded,' nor need it exist at 
the time of the bargain. 8 A recent federal decision, however, restates the 
former of these discredited doctrines. General Electric Co. v. Westing- 
house Electric Co., 144 Fed. Rep. 458 (Circ. Ct., N. D. N. Y.). 

In passing upon a bill for specific performance, certain considerations 
must commend themselves to the Chancellor. If the defendant has 
already had full performance, it no longer lies in his mouth to talk reme- 
dies. Further, if some remedy lie open to him, adequate either to assure 
him counter-performance or to compensate him on breach, he may not be 
heard to quibble over the precise form it shall take. 7 Still less is it an 
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